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through, save during the inevitably obscure
colloquy on the Front Opposition Bench, which
ended in the publication of the letter, Gladstone
had had his hand forced. Mr. Ervine in bis able
life of Parnell expresses amazement that Glad-
stone submitted to the " impertinence ** of Stead,
the Rev. Hugh Price Hughes, Spence Watson,
and others*1 This is not quite how the matter
developed : Morley and Harcourt were frightened
by the Nonconformists, Gladstone surrendered to
Morley and Harcourt. We may regret this, but
we cannot entirely be surprised at it. Gladstone
was himself eighty-one and might die at any
moment Morley was his political son. Harcourt
had the succession of Gladstone in the leadership
of the Commons. It was difficult to resist the
wishes of the younger generation expressed on a
problem which affected their future far more
than his own. One truth however emerges
clearly. Gladstone did not sustain the role of a
sanctimonious humbug.
Parnell turned on the "unrivalled sophist"
with a savagery that it is impossible to commend.
But, if the misfortunes of others be of any con-
solation to the dead, Parnell should be consoled.
Gladstone carried, to the end, the Paraellite hook
in his mouth. The Home Rule cause did not
recover from the shock of the scandal. The
1892 election, when it came, did not fulfil the
hopes of 1890, and Gladstone formed his fourth
* Ervme, Life ofP&adl, p. 276.